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The word Arua did not connote any racial concept but connoted only 
a moral and ethical concept. The people were called by themselves Bha- 
ratas and they called their home as Bharata Varsha. Later their dissent- 
ing cousins in Persia called them Hindus (corresponding to Sindhu or the 


Indus). The Greeks called the land Indoi. Eventually we came to be 
called Hindus and our land was called India. 


The words Dasyus, Dasas, Asuras and Rakshasas do not imply non- 
Aryan tribes but unly Aryans who had failen off rrom the cultural and 
religious standards of the main bulk of the people. The Rig Veda ealls 
them amitras and avratas. 


The Ramayana shows a further evolution of the Vedic geographical 
und historical heritage. It gives us a clear description of North India 
north of the Vindhyas as well as South India South of the Vindhyas. 
Lanka was only the capital of the Rakshasa Kingdom in the island of 
Ceylon. It was near the seashore and on the top of the Trikoota hill. 


The internal evidence in the Ramayana shows that the Vanaras were 
a largely aryanised community or probably even distant Aryan colony 
cut off from continuous touch with the homeland of Aryan culture. The 
Rakshasas were evidently colonists and immigrants into Ceylon who built 
up a mighty but cruel and vicious civilisation and oppressed and slew the 
Aryans and were finally overthrown and reclaimed by Rama. 


CYRUS THE GREAT AND THE MAHABHARATA BATTLE 
By 
Dr. H. C. Seth, Amraoti. 


Summary 


Literary evidence seems to indicate that there is no reference to the 
Mahabharata epic in the Indian literature before the fifth century B.C. 
This makes one suspect that the Bharata battle itself did not take place 
much before the fifth ceutury B.C. The manner in which the names of 
the individuyl heroes occur in the latter Brahmanas and the Upanishads, 
which are assigned by modern scholars to about the sixth century B.C., 
makes it very probable that the Bharata battle itself took place in that 
century. 


The Pali Buddhist literature also seems to bear out that there was no 
Mahabharata epic before the fifth century B.C., and that the Bharata battle 
itself took place about the sixth century B.C. Certain Tibetan Buddhist 
text speaks of the Pandavas as contemporary of the Buddha himself, this 
may further support the sixth century theory of the Bharata battle. 


In the light of this very likely date of the Bharata battle it may be 
surmised that the nucleus round which the Mahabharata epic originally 
grew up was, perhaps, provided by the battle which Cyrtis the Great, 
fought against the Indians, and in which he was defeated and slain. This 
surmise is based on the following points, 
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(1) The date of the battle between Cyrus and the Indians broadly 
synchronises with the date of the Bharata battle. Literary evidence indi- 
cates that the Bharata battle took place in the sixth century B.C. Cyrus 


also fluurished in the sixth century B.C. His rise began about 559 B.C. 
He was defeated and slain in 529 B.C. 


(2) Cyrus is the Latinised form of the Persian name Kurush. I[n the 
inscriptions of Darius, Cyrus is called as Kurush. These inscriptions em- 
phasise the Aryan descent of the family to which Kurush belonged. Ma- 
habharata makes Duryodhana a prince of the Aryan tribe., ‘Kuru’, which 
fizuers so prominently in the Vedic literature . It may be noted that Cy- 
rus’ grandfather was also called as Kurush. It may be that Kuru was 
the designation of the family to which Cyrus belonged. 


(8) The Buddhist literature recognises the Pandavas as a mountain 
elan. Mahabharata too presumes the Himalavas as the scene at least of 
the birth and the early childhood of the pandavas...The Markandeya 
Purana mentions Pandavas together with the Kambojas, Parsvas, Daradas, 
etec., who undoubtedly were people belonging to the highlands on the 
north-western confines of India. If this tradition is correct then the 
Pandavas belonged to the same region to which also belonged the Massa. 
gaetes and the Derbikes, who, according to the Greek historions, played 
the most important part in defeating Cyrus. 


(4) We may also carefully note that according to Herodotus (1,216) 
the Massagaetes hold their wives incommon. We may recall the marriage 
of the five Pandava brothers with Draupadi. According to the Maha- 
bharata the Pandavas declared that it was their old family custom that 
the bride should be married to all the brothers, and they were bound to 
follow this custom. 


Thus the Pandavas not only appear to belong to the same region as 
the Massagaetes and the Derbikes, but like the Massagaetes they too had 
the unique custom of holding the wife in common, These facts make one 
suspect if the Pandavas were the same people as the Massagaetes of Herv- 
dotus. The Pandava brothers were perhaps driven out of their ancestral 
home in the Hindukush region. They combined with other Indian tribes 
to regain their lost kingdom. The eastern conquests of Cyrus may have 
also dislodged many royal families from Afghanistan and the Hindukush 
region, who may have regained their possession after the defeat of Cyrus. 


(5) Cyrus-Tomyris story as given by Herodotus may have a faint 
echo in the insult of Draupadi by the Kuru prince in the Mahabharata. 
he story of Tomyris’ son being slain by Cyrus may recall the death of 
Abhimanyu in the Bharata battle. 


(6) The statement of Ctesias that Cyrus was mortally wounded by 
an Indian who hit him under the hap in the thigh recalls the fatal hit which 
Bhima, according to the Mahabharata, gave to Duryodhana on his thighs. 
Like Cyrus, Duryodhana also seemed to have survived the fatal wound 
for a short time and arranged a revenge against this unmanly attack. 


(7) Inspite of the efforts in the Mahabharata to glorify the Pandavas 
and to paint Duryodhana in dark colours, the epic here and there pre- 
serves the traditions of the might, the greatness and the goodness of the 
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Kuru prince. The brief but glorious tribute paid to the Kuru Prince in 
the Mahabharata and the picture we get of him in the Kiratarjuniya re- 
call the account left by Xenophon of Cyrus the great. 


A NEW DATE OF LORD BUDDHA, 1790 B.C. 


By 
DS. Triveda. Bhagalpur. 


Summary 


The paper discusses the various dates of Lord Buddha as advocated 
by many distinguished Orientalists of east and west. No less than 50 
dates have been suggested so far. The most persistent of these dates are 
B.C. 487 and: B.C. 543. It has been tried to show that these are hardly 
tenable, the first being an artificial reckoning and the second probably 
dates from the landing of Vijaya Simha in Ceylon. 


The author suggests B.C. 1790 as the most probable date which would 
justify the Pauranika statement that Buddha was in the line of the Iksva- 
kus and the Ceyolnese authority that the Buddha died in the 8th or the 
18th year of Ajatasatru of the Sisunaga Dynasty. This date would be in 
conformity with the Pauranika authorities who reckon and chronicle the 
history of India from the date of the Mahabharata War which was fought 
in b.C. 3137, 1.e. 36 years before the beginning of the Kali Era in B.C. 3101. 
\J.1-H. Vol. VXI. pp. 239-48 ; P. V. Kane Volume, pp. 515-25.). The astro- 
nomical data contained in the Manimakhalai goes to prove that the Lord 
flourished in the fourtheenth asterism which falls during the period 1857 
B.C. to 1776 B.C. The chronology of Kasmira (J.I.H. XVIII. pp. 49-68) 
shows that the Buddha flourished in the reign of one of the lost kings, 
The period of 423 years has been a convenient instrument in the hands of 
the past historians to bring down the date nearer their own days. 1367 
B.C. (1799-423) is the date given by Abul Fazl; (1367-423) ie. 944 B.C. is 
probably the only date not given by any authority so far, and B.C. 520 or 
B.C. 521 (944-423), is the date given by the Dipavamsa. The Saka Era of 
B.C. 550 had also some influence in determining this date of Buddha. 
This is the only true Indian date and hence the plea for its consideration. 
The entire Indian history has so far been based on Alexander Sandracottus 
synchronism and hence the misunderstanding of ancient Indian Tradi- 
tions. The writer does not accept the above synchronism and takes an 
independent view of the Indian chronology since the days of the Mahabha- 
rata war. 


PRACTICAL ASPECTS OF EDUCATION IN ANCIENT INDIA 
By 
Dr. Radha Kumud Moorkerji, M.A., Ph.D., M.L.C., 
Professor and Head of the Department of History, Lucknow University. 


Education in ancient India had some practical aspects which have not 
received adequate attention. The details of its curriculam as it was 
standardised are described by the two learned Chinese scholars, Hiuen 
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